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THO wuo Wounsy IKE TO HELP 
THE SU by THE TERRIBLE 
EARTHQUA STER IN JAPAN 
MAY SEND CONTRIBUTIONS THROUGH 
THEIR LOCAL RED CROSS CHAPTERS 
OR CHEQUES TO THE CHAIRMAN OF 


THE AMERICAN RED Cross, Na- 


TIONAL HEADQUARTERS, WASHING- 
TON, D. C. | 


Periodical Division, 
Library of Congress, 


Washineton. D. C. 








MUSSOLINI 


VERSUS THE LEAGUE 





USSOLINI is recklessly and blatantly 

challenging the public opinion of the 
world. The League of Nations, to which 
Greece has appealed, will, probably before 
these lines appear in print, be forced to 
make one of two possible decisions, either 
of which may seriously diminish its use- 
fulness. Shamefacedly, we Americans 
must recognize that in this the League’s 
supreme hour of trial we are mere passive 
spectators. How ironical in the light of 
this crisis read now the vague generalities 
of Secretary Hughes in Milwaukee: 

“Our attitude is one of independence, not of 
isolation. Our people . . have no desire to 
put their power in pledge, but they do not shirk 
co-operation with other nations whenever there 


is a sound basis for it and a consciousness of 
community of interest and aim.” 


Mussolini’s Demands 


The arrogant and humiliating demands 
made upon Greece because of the murder 
last week of the Italian section of the 
Inter-Allied Commission which was en- 
gaged in delimiting the Albanian Greek 
frontier are a flagrant throw-back to the 
Nineteenth Century mailed-fist diplomacy 
at its worst. The seizure of the Greek 
island of Corfu (neutralized by the treaty 
of 1864 signed by Great Britain, France 
and Russia), even before the time-limit 
allowed in the ultimatum had expired, and 
the later seizure of the neighboring Greek 
islands of Paxos and Antipaxos indicate 
either reckless and crimina] precipitancy 
or, what is more likely, a deliberate plan 
to hold these strategic positions as a means 
of controlling the Adriatic. 

Undisguised Chauvinism 

Fascismo has stimulated an exaggerated 
nationalism and an “unalterable” deter- 
mination to expand. Francisco Coppola, 
a personal friend of Mussolini, in an article 
in the June number of Foreign Affairs, 
gives a representative, unexaggerated in- 


terpretation of Italy’s present-day “‘mani- 
fest destiny”’: 

“Italy will not allow herself to be stifled ... 
The other great Mediterranean powers will either 
make room for Italy in the Mediterranean—or 
she will make it for herself—in spite of them— 
against their wishes, if need be.” 

Even more pointedly he expresses the 
prevailing view when he declares that 
Italian security is jeopardized by the Greek 
possession of Corfu. 

The League Has Jurisdiction 

Articles 12, 13, 15, 16, of the Covenant, 
give the League jurisdiction over the 
controversy. If there was any doubt on 
this point, it was completely eliminated 
by the prompt proposal of Greece to sub- 
mit the dispute to the Council for investi- 
gation and recommendation. Greece made 
Italy’s acceptance easier by not invoking 
against her the economic sanctions pro- 
vided in Article 16, . 

The Italian contentions that the League 
has no jurisdiction because (1) the Greek 
government is not recognized by the great 
powers, (2) the honor of Italy is involved 
and (3) it is a criminal] and not a political 
affair,—are one and all without a sem- 
blance of basis. They are worthy only 
of such diplomacy as in the Nineteenth 
Century would seize upon the murder of 
Christian missionaries in the interior of 
China as an excuse to capture and hold 
Chinese ports and territory. 


The League’s Dilemma 


The League’s proper course is clear. 
Either with or without Italy’s consent the 
Council or the Assembly should investi- 
gate the controversy and as soon as pos- 
sible render a report. This is the policy 
demanded by an overwhelming majority 
of the states represented in the Assembly 
and by such outstanding leaders as Lord 
Robert Cecil, now representing Great 
Britain, and Messrs. Branting and Nansen 
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from the Scandinavian countries. But 
Italy though bound by the clearest possible 
language (Art. 12) to submit its case, 
refuses and threatens to withdraw from 
the League. 

The issue may be determined primarily 
by France. If Poincaré supports the Brit- 
ish and majority opinion, the Council will 
probably “endeavor to effect a settlement 
of the dispute,” even though Italy refuses 
its co-operation. But if France, either 
because of the Ruhr or otherwise, refuses 
to take a definite stand, the Council may 
be helpless, since three, possibly four mem- 
bers would follow the French lead. 

If the Council fails, the issue will be 
transferred to the Assembly. There, even 
though France should maintain an attitude 
of benevolent neutrality, a vigorous effort 
to assert the League’s jurisdiction will 
certainly be made. But unsupported by 
France and the large group of states she 
influences, this effort would probably be 
futile. It might even wreck the League. 

America, in this crisis, comparable to 
that of July and August, 1914, stands 
aside lisping pious platitudes. 

JAMES G. McDONALD. 


The Fourth Assembly 


HE regular order of business before 

the fourth assembly of the League 
of Nations, which opened at Geneva Sep- 
tember 3rd, is completely overshadowed 
by the crisis precipitated by the Italian 
ultimatum to Greece. 

All the fifty-two members, except Argen- 
tina, are in attendance. Two additional 
states, Ireland and Abyssinia, have for- 
mally applied for membership. The first 
will almost certainly be admitted and the 
second also unless the question of slavery 
proves an obstacle. Turkey is expected to 
be admitted if, as was proposed at Lau- 
sanne, she applies. Germany and Mexico 
have not yet applied and it is to be feared 
will not do so at this meeting. 

The United States will be represented 
on the Commission dealing with opium by 
the same delegation which represented the 
American point of view at the sessions of 
the Sub-Committee of the Council on this 
subject in June. Representative Porter, 
Bishop Brent, Dr. Blue and Mr. Neville, 
technical adviser from the State Depart- 
ment, are not official delegates, but none 
the less bring our Government into active 
and useful, though limited, co-operation 
with the League. 


Mexican Recognition Completed 

FORMAL recognition of the Obregon 

Government, as suggested in last 
week’s Bulletin, was completed on August 
3ist by the presentation of credentials by 
the American Chargé in Mexico City and 
the Mexican Chargé in Washington. The 
American Ambassador has not been 
named, but it is confidently expected that 
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former President Harding’s selection, Mr. 
Creager, will be chosen. 

Opening the Mexican Congress on Sep- 
tember Ist, President Obregon made a 
very significant statement: 

“The resumption of diplomatic relations with 
the United States is not the result of obligations 
contracted or treaties negotiated to that end. 
Neither is it the result of anything which might 
violate the Mexican laws or the principles of the 
international code or injure the sovereignty and 
dignity of the nation. .. . 

“The recognition is attributable to the progress 
made by the Mexican Government in the de- 
velopment of its political program, and came 
because the United States was convinced 
through its Commissioners that realization of the 
program would settle the fundamental problems 
of Mexico and bring about moral and economic 
betterment of the Mexican people in harmony 
with the prosperity of foreign interests.”’ 


Bar Association Supports World Court 


HE American Bar Association went on 

record at its meeting August 31st un- 
qualifiedly in favor of America’s partici- 
pation in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice on the basis laid down by 
President Harding in his message to Con- 
gress February 24th. 


Hughes Defines Monroe Doctrine 


ECRETARY HUGHES’ analysis of the 

Monroe Doctrine, before the Bar Asso- 
ciation in Milwaukee, August 30th, may be 
summarized under the six heads which he 
enumerated : 

“First—The Monroe Doctrine is not a policy 
of aggression; it is a policy of self-defense. 

“Second—As_ the policy embodied in the Mon- 
roe Doctrine is distinctively the policy of the 
United States, the Government of the United 
States reserves to itself its definition, interpreta- 
tion and application. 

“Third—tThe policy of the Monroe Doctrine 
does not infringe upon the independence and 
sovereignty of other American States. 

“Fourth—The United States has rights and ob- 
ligations which that doctrine does not define. 
And in the unsettled condition of certain coun- 
tries in the region of the Carribbean it has been 
necessary to assert these rights and obligations 
as well as the limited principles of the Monroe 
Doctrine. 

“Fifth—It is apparent that the Monroe Doc- 
trine does not stand in the way of Pan-Ameri- 
can co-operation; rather, it affords the necessary 
foundation for that co-operation in the inde- 
pendence and security of American States. 

“Finally, it should be observed that the Mon- 
roe Doctrine is not an obstacle to a wider inter- 
national co-operation.” it Se 

This is much more than a “definition” ; 
it is a warning to Cuba, a defence of re- 
cent United States actions in the Carib- 
bean and in Central America and a bid for 
Latin-American confidence. But like most 
diplomatic protestations, this apologia 
will be sharply discounted in just those 
countries it was meant to placate. Points 
two and four will be interpreted as broad 
enough to justify any abuse. Words can- 
not prove our Government’s righteous- 
ness; only righteous actions, like the recog- 
nition of Mexico last week, speak convinc- 
ingly to a skeptical Latin-America. 


JAMES G. MCDONALD. 





The Editors assume responsibility for the opinions expressed in this Bulletin. 
18) 


— 


iene 





